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Responding to Stalking:

Risk Assessment & Safety Planning

www.Sta|kingAwareness.org

*Practitioner guides
*Training modules
*Yictim resources

*Webinars

@fw

@FollowUsLegally
Sign Up for our Newsletter!

STALKING DEFINITION:
BEHAVIORAL

Stalking is a pattern of behavior directed at a specific

person that would cause a reasonable person to feel
FEAR for the person’s safety or the safety of others;
or suffer substantial emotional distress.
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OVW Funding

This project was supported by Grant No.
15JOVW-22-GK-03986-MUMU awarded by the
Office on Violence Against Women, U.S.
Department of Justice. The opinions, findings,
conclusions, and recommendations expressed in
this program are those of the author(s) and do not
necessarily reflect the views of the Department of
Justice, Office on Violence Against Women.

Quick Refresher

SPARC

/A DANGEROUS M

* Stalking often co-occurs with physical assault and
sexual violence, including rape.

* 20% of stalkers use weapons to threaten or harm
victims.

* 76% of intimate partner femicides included
stalking in the year prior.

McFarlane, J., Campbell, J.C., Wilt, S., Ulrich, Y., & Xu, X. (1999.) Stalking and Intimate Par

Mohandie, K., Meloy, J.R., McGowan, M.G., & Williams, J. (2006). The RECON Typology
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Study of Women with Protective Orders

Women who were abused and stalked experienced
significantly higher rates of the following than women
who were alused but not stalked:

3) .
® Verbal abuse, degradation, jealousy and control

® Serious threats

* Moderate and severe physical violence

® Sexual violence and sexual assault

® Threats to kill and threats with a weapon

® Being beat up, attacks with a weapon and injury
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31% o oo
STALKED

BY AN INTIMATE PARTNER WERE ALSO

SEXVALLY
ASSAULTED

BY THAT PARTNER.

Stalking is a Lethality Risk

Top 10 risk factors for Risk for male perpetrated
intimate partner homicide & female IPH victimization

1) Direct access to guns 11-fold increase in risk of IPH
2) Threated victim with a weapon 7-fold increase in risk
3) Non-fatal strangulation 7-fold increase in risk
4) Perpetrated rape/forced sex 5-fold increase in risk
5) Controlling behaviors 6-fold increase in risk
6) Threated to harm the victim 4-fold increase in risk

7) Abused victim while pregnant 4-fold increase in risk

8) Perpetrated stalking 3-fold increase in risk of IPH

9) Jealousy 2-fold increase in risk

10) Substance abuse 2-fold increase in risk

Spencer, C.M. & Stith, S.M. (2018). Risk Factors for Male Perpetration and Female Victimization of Intimate Partner Homicide: A
Meta-Analysis & Abuse 21(3): 527-540.
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Risk Assessment

SPARC

10

a“

Victim perceptions of risk are a
strong predictor of re-assault, equal
to or even better than risk
management tools

TK Logan & Robert Walker, Stalking: A Multidi) ional Fr k for A and Safety
Planning, 18(2) Trauma, Violence & Abuse 200-22 (2017)
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14 Risk Factors in Stalking Cases
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Stalking and Harassment ) BiG PicTURE STALKER MINDSET
Asstssment and Ritk Profile T e ® Resistance & persistence
(SHARP) * Escalation, triggers * Stalker mo?lve

* Nature and context of threats * Proxy stalking
CoerciveControl.org ® Threat follow-through, capability VICTIM
{ il VULNERABILITY

STALKER HISTORY

e * Fear, life impact
Narrative Report & Safet), |:>|arming ® History of abuse to victim ¢ Use of, expertise with tech
Risk Profil S . ® History of abuse to others ® Vulnerability related to housing,
Is rorile ugge5t|°ns . G & traini employment, finances, isolation,
uns, weapons, & training

A j relationships, immigration, etc.
¢ Criminal history, mental health,

substance abuse

Logan, TK & Walker, R. (017), Stalking: A Multidimensional Framewark for
Assessmant and Safety Planning, Trauma, Viokence and Abuse 18(2), 200-222.
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Review & Report on Lauren McCluskey Case Response
October 22, 2019 P 4 P

* Rowland dragged her across the parking lot,
causing her to drop her phone and belongings.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
PPN ..nnlh-h--—in-‘r‘w'--
= Rowlandldragéed Lauren to a different spot in 3 S T of CONTORTS

the parking lot, where he forced her into the

back seat of a car he had driven to campus. While

a \ND ACTIONS
in the back seat, Rowland shot Lauren several b

oucT
L uanal " PORT INVOLVING THE CON .
” VIEW AND RE AND HOUSH
times, killing her. o] DTN STAN DEPAKTMINT OF PUBLICSASETY
i g \

0f THE UNIVERSITY OF UT ENTIAL EDUCATION,
b | RELAT ;‘!:'D‘;l‘y:: LAUREN McCLUSKEY CASE
* An acquaintance of Rowland’s picked him up | | 4
from campus. : : -4 —
. . L L | 1
* Salt Lake Eollqe found Rowland and pursued him : | John T, Niisen
on foot into Trinity A.M.E. Church on 239 | Sue Riseling
Martin Luther King Blvd. Rowland shot himself - i St
as police entered the church. |
o
| o
Johnson, E. & DeWitt, K. (18 May 2020). Top Stories: Timeline of Lauren McCluskey’s murder and events following her death. ABC4 News. e | 1 December 17,2018
'
o
d

17
© 2018 AEquitas



What Went Wrong? Primary Findings

>Officers missed that Rowland was on parole.

* No policies or procedures requiring that officers check
"offender status”

* Criminal history check did not include parole status

>Campus was understaffed and undertrained.
* Case never identified as related to domestic violence. Lack
of training, no lethality assessment completed

* Important e-mail sent to a staff member who was off that
day wasn't read until after the homicide

>UUPS did not have working relationship with Center for
Student Wellness/victim advocates

> Most contacts with Lauren were over e-mail or phone
rather than in-person

Nielsen, JT, Riseling, S, & Squires, K. d i duct and y of Utsh Public Safety, and
Housing and Residential Education, Relating to the Lauren McCluskey Case. (2018).
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Information-Sharing

Information not shared between departments.
For example:

* No mechanism to share routine calls for service. UUPS does
not know that Lauren’s requested a security escort to
retrieve her car.

* Lauren’s friends made multiple reports through Housing staff
-- concerns about the relationship being unhealthy,
Rowland’s easy access to Lauren’s housing, and Rowland’s
threats to bring a firearm to campus. These were not
communicated to UUPS, Behavioral Intervention Team, or
handled internally in a timely manner.

rsity of Utsh Department of Public Safety, and

Niclsen, JT, Riseling, ., & Squires, K. Independent Review and Report Involving the Conduct and Actions of
Housin elating to the Lauren McCluskey Case. (2018).

ing and Residential Educati

“As we examined the totality of this
troubling event, we discovered that there
were several indications that Lauren
McCluskey was in trouble. Had victim
advocates been engaged, Lauren might not
have been left to assess the dangerousness
of her situation on her own. There were
shortcomings both systemically and
individually. There were several instances
where the lack of coordination was evident
within UUPS, within Housing, and among
various campus departments. While the
University has developed systems and
programs to respond to student welfare
issues, those systems were not engaged
nor utilized.”

Nielsen, J.T., Riseling, S., & Squires, K. Independent g the Conduct and Actions of University of Utah Department

ial Education, Relating to the Lauren McCluskey Case. (2018).

First Response

Any time a victim reports any kind of

harassing behavior:

© 2018 AEquitas
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Responding to Victims

SPARC
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CONSIDER
MANDATORY

REPORTING

REQUIREMENTS
M\‘




Victim Contact

ES ON HAND

esources

Self-Protective Actions Taken

63% | Blocked um‘1.I anted calls/

messages ot

27% | Changed personal information
24% | Changed day-to-day activities \

23% | Self-defensive action/security
measure

9% | Applied for a restrainin
H%tectlve;no contact grder

787% of stalking victims take some kind of protective action

“..the victim’s attempts to
distance themselves from

‘ their stalker actually frustrate
or anger the stalker, leading

to an increase in the physical
threat to their lives.”
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How do Victims Cope?

Move Move Move
INWARD AWAY TOWARDS

% .

i W
Move Move

AGAINST : OUTWARD

Should victims just log off?

DELETE ACCOUNT?
Delete account and all data?
This cannot be undone.

Cancel |DELETE

Adyvise Disengagement

Recommend no contact with the stalker

) Explain intermittent reinforcement

BUT realize victims engage in behaviors to
keep themselves safe.

) Maintain contact, r\:eu‘v.;jm:4ationY minimlziﬂg threat

) Contact may be a safety strategy

=} 52 38
= B



Civil Protection Order Efficacy
3-55%

OF OFFENDERS

CONTINUED
STALKING

AFTER THE ORDER AFTER THE ORDER
WAS ISSUED WAS ISSUED

What is Safety Planning?

An individualized plan that
identifies specific strategies and

interventions that may increase safety.

> Provides practical ways to decrease risk

> Pu ims in contact with a variety of

services, agencies, and individuals who can %"‘i

help e

» Focuses on physical AND emotional
well-being

Basic Considerations

Trust victim instincts
Safety planning should evolve
Consider stalker’s next tactic

Anticipate stalker reaction
Balance safety and freedom

35
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Student Accommodations

Bus/

Transportation

Housing . Lunch Period/
Dining Hall

o €N .
Class Schedule Extra-curriculars

Questions to Consider

> What have you already done?
> What do you need my help doing?
> What are you not willing to do?

s @
b &
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STALKING VICTIM FEARS

NOT KNOWING WHAT WILL
HAPPEN NEXT

BEHAVIORS NEVER STOPPING

PHYSICAL/BODILY HARM

SOMEONE CLOSE TO VICTIM
BEING HARMED

LOSS OF FREEDOM

LOSING ONE'S MIND
LOSING JOB

LOSS OF SOCIAL NETWORK
BEING KILLED




Safety at Workplace or School

Victims may consider:

® Sharing a photo of the offender with security staff,
colleagues/classmates, RAs, others

Changing routines, schedule, locations

Changing routes to and from location
Accompaniment

Ensuring that school/work does not post

or share contact information

Provide copies of CPOs

Save voicemails, texts, and emails

Work with building security to acquire

records/|ogs OF sta”(er’s PI'E'SEFICE

Coordination
Law
enforcement
Probation/
parole/ Advocacy
corrections
Victim
Courts service
providers
Prosecutors

N
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PWA - Progressive Web App Information Security Image Uploads
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Secure Communication Legally Admissible Even In Death
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STALKING INCIDENT AND BEHAVIOR LOG

Resources & Wrap Up

SPARC
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For Victims
®a Victim
““ Connect

resource center

3
Confidential referrals for crime victims D 855-4-VICTIM

42
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JANUARY IS

— NATIONAL——

STALKING

AWAREN ESS MONTH

Order Stalking Awareness Brochures &
Posters for your Community Today!

L e 5
: 0 UNDERSTAN
11 mﬁ-\\ STLK! Dikg

How are you planning to spread the word?

www.StalkingAwareness.org Dana Fleitman m.AEdH.D.
Senior Training & Awareness Specialist

*Practitioner guides
*Training modules S PARC
*Yictim resources
*Webinars & 202.579.3010
f v E DFleitman(@StalkingAwareness.org
@FollowUsLegally 1”5 StalkingAwareness.org

Sign Up for our Newsletter!

@+

@FollowUsLegally

© 2018 AEquitas



